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Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 21 is objected to because of the following: the limitation recited in lines 11- 
12 is a near duplication of the limitation recited in lines 4-5 of this claim, and is therefore 
redundant. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. Claim 15 is dependent upon canceled claim 13. Claim 15 has 
been treated as depending from claim 11. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 
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6. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Chernivsky 
[US 3017220]. Chernivsky (fig. 1-3) discloses structure as claimed including: 

■ A backrest frame 12 that is U-shaped, where the bend of the "U" slants rearward 
with respect to the plane shared by a section 52 of its side members 

■ Legs 26 connected to the backrest frame that each bend away from the center of 
the child seat 

■ A support frame 10 that is generally U-shaped and connected to the legs, and 

■ A horizontal frame 40 that is attached to the backrest frame and serves to carry 
the bottom of the fabric seat 34. 

Giving claim 1 its broadest reasonable interpretation, the limitation "approximately 30°" 
encompasses the angle formed between the planes of the side member section 52 and 
the upper portion of the backrest frame that slants rearward. 

7. Claims 11,15 and 17 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Shuler et al. Shuler et al shows a control device for an entertainment unit 2 configured 
to produce a sensory stimulus comprising a first switch 9 for selectively providing power 
from a power source to the control device, a second switch 8 for selecting a sensory 
stimulus mode, and an indicator 7 operable to visually indicate a particular sensory 
stimulus mode. The indicator comprises at least a first set of indicia 10 and a second 
set of indicia 12, wherein the second switch for selecting a sensory stimulus mode 
includes a first control position corresponding to a first visual appearance of the 
indicator in which only the first set of indicia is visible to an operator of the second 
switch, and a second control position corresponding to a second visual appearance of 
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the indicator in which only the second set of visual indicia is visible to the operator of the 
second switch. The first visual appearance of the indicator corresponds to a first 

sensory stimulus produced by the control device, and the second visual appearance of 
the indicator corresponds to a second, different sensory stimulus produced by the 
control device, wherein repositioning the switch for selecting a sensory stimulus mode 
between the first control position and the second control position both effectuates a 
change in the visual appearance of the indicator and produces a corresponding change 
in the sensory stimulus produced by the control device (pg. 3:[0037], fig. 3A & 3B). 
Regarding claim 15, moving the switch 8 for selecting a sensory stimulus mode from the 
first control position to the second control position rotates the indicator 7 from the first 
indicator position to the second indicator position. Regarding claim 17, the sensory 
stimulus produced by the control device is auditory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 
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10. Claims 3-5 and 7-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Chernivsky ('220) in view of Fearon et al. Chernivsky discloses structure 
previously outlined except having an entertainment device attached to the child seat. 
Fearon et al (fig. 1-5) teaches attaching a musical mobile to a child supporting 
apparatus (col. 3 paragraph 5). Fearon et al's mobile discloses structure previously 
detailed including a power switch, a mode selection switch and mobile fixtures operable 
to indicate various modes. It would have been obvious at the time of invention to one 
skilled in the art to modify Chernivsky's seat with respect to the teaching of Fearon et al 
in order to improve a child's environment. 

11. Claims 14 and 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Shuler et al in view of Chernivsky ('220) and Canna et al. Shuler et al discloses 
structure previously described with the exception of attaching their entertainment unit to 
an infant seat. Canna et al shows an entertainment unit 300 attached to a child support 
device 100, and teaches that the entertainment unit can be attached to an infant seat, 
such as a bouncer seat (col. 1 : 5-9). Chernivsky shows an infant seat comprising a 
frame that includes: 

■ a substantially U-shaped upper frame 12 having a medial portion and two 
substantially parallel side portions attached thereto, where the medial portion is 
angled rearward with respect to a plane 52 including the two side portions; and 
each side portion is also attached to a lower leg portion 26 that bows outwardly 
away from a center line bisecting the infant seat; 
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■ a substantially U-shaped base portion 10 attached to the lower leg portions, 
where the base portion is formed by a horizontal portion 20 and two longitudinal 
portions 18 attached thereto; and the two longitudinal portions extend from the 
horizontal portion to the lower leg portions 26; 

■ a lower frame portion 40 attached to the side portions of the upper frame 12, with 
the lower frame having two side frames, each side frame being substantially 
horizontal with respect to the side portions of the upper frame; and 

■ soft goods material 34 disposed on the frame to form a seat pocket for receiving 
an infant therein. 

Therefore, attaching the entertainment unit of Shuler et al to Chernivsky's infant seat, as 
taught by Canna et al, would have been an obvious combination to make to one skilled 
in the art at the time of invention in order to improve an infant's environment with an 
entertainment unit. Regarding claim 14, the specific type of switch used for selecting a 
sensory stimulus mode is considered a design choice that lacks patentable weight. 
12. Claims 21-23, 25 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Chernivsky ('220) in view of Lockett, III et al. Chernivsky shows 
structure as claimed, previously outlined in the rejection above, with the exception of his 
lower frame section being configured to receive and support the feet of an occupant. 
Lockett, III et al shows an infant seat 10 having a U-shaped upper frame 11, and a U- 
shaped lower frame 21 that receives and supports the legs and feet of an occupant. 
Lockett, III et al teach providing the lower frame 21 to improve the comfort to an 
occupant while seated in the device (col. 5: 63-66). So it would have been obvious to 
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modify Chernivsky's lower frame with the lower frame of Lockett, III et al, according to 
their teaching, in order to provide improved comfort to a seated occupant. 

Conclusion 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Previously cited references Adams and Chernivsky ('519) also 
show structure claimed. 

14. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Response to Arguments 

15. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1, filed 01/19/2007, have been 
considered but they are not persuasive. Applicant argues that the medial portion of 
Chernivsky's seat does not "inherently [possess] an angle of approximately 30 degrees" 
(pg. 8) and the angle shown in Fig. 2 of Chernivsky is 45 degrees. The previous and 
present office actions state in the 102(b) rejection under Chernivsky that claim 1 is given 
its broadest reasonable interpretation, and by that, the angle shown by Chernivsky is 
interpreted as approximately 30 degrees. 

16. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 11-15 and 17 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

17. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 21 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. However, the Examiner disagrees with 
Applicant's argument that Chernivsky's horizontal frame 40 "can not function to receive 
the feet of an infant" in the seat (page 9). In general, the armrest of a seat can be, and 
very often is, used as a footrest by the occupant of that seat. So naturally, depending 
on the size/age of the occupant of Chernivsky's seat, the horizontal frame 40 can 
function to receive the occupant's feet. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tania Abraham whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2635. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:00am - 4:30pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Dunn can be reached on 571-272-6670. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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